There are two errors in Kravitz et al. [2009] that we would like to correct. The first is an 45 arithmetic error. In contrast to our calculation of the average global surface sulfur emissions of 46
x 10
-5 kg S m -2 a -1 , the correct value is 2.67 x 10 -4 kg S m -2 a -1 . This value was calculated as 47 a reference value, so this correction actually strengthens our conclusions that the additional 48 amount of sulfur from geoengineering would be much smaller than current sources. 49
The second error involves our incorrect application of a formula. Figure 3 was a conversion of model output into these new units, using the old conversion factor. 56
We attach a corrected Figure 3 , using the correct conversion factor. This changes the magnitude 57 of our values significantly. The maximum point value in Figure 3a is approximately 58 650 mEq m -2 a -1 , which represents total amount of acid deposition from anthropogenic sources 59 plus geoengineering with 5 Tg SO 2 per year in the tropics. Figure 3b has a maximum point value 60
of approximately 35 mEq m -2 a -1 , representing the additional acid deposition that would result 61 just from geoengineering. These values assume all sulfate deposition occurs as sulfuric acid, 62 which is a realistic assumption in moist environments, where acid deposition could be a problem 63 (R. Skeffington, pers. communication, 2010 ). This does not change our conclusion that acid 64 deposition due to geoengineering would be much smaller than the amount already being received 65 in industrialized regions. Moreover, this does not change our conclusion that all but the most 66 sensitive, pristine areas of the world have significant buffering capacity against additional 67 sulfuric acid that would result from geoengineering. shows sulfate deposition anomaly (injection minus baseline, revealing only the additional 81 deposition from geoengineering). 
